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REMARKS 

Claims in the case are 54-67, upon entry of this Amendment. Claims 54-57 have 
been amended, claims 58-67 have been added, and claims 28-53 have been cancelled without 
prejudice herein. 

Claim Amendments : 

Claims 54-57 have each been amended herein to include the subject matter of 
claim 40, from which each depends, so as to be in independent form. 

Claims 58-67 have been added, and in each case depend as recited from one of 
claims 54-57. Support for added claims 58-67 is provided by the specification. 

Claims 28-53 have been cancelled without prejudice, in light of the election as 
discussed further herein. 

Claims 1-27 were previously cancelled without prejudice in a Preliminary 

Amendment. 
Election : 

In response to the Restriction Requirement of March 24, 2010, Applicants elect 
the invention of Group V (i.e., claims 54-57) with traverse. Applicants respectfully traverse the 
Restriction Requirement for reasons including, but not limited to, examination of the claims of 
Groups I through V together would not represent an undue burden because each group requires: 
a) a solution of lactoferrin of acid pH; and/or b) a solution of lactoferrin and a metal chelating 
agent. 
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CONCLUSION 

The present Amendment is not believed to represent the entry of new matter into 
the case. Entry of the present Amendment, withdrawal of the Restriction Requirement, and an 
early action on the merits are respectfully requested. 



Respectfully submitted, 
THE WEBB LAW FIRM 
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